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REMARK S 

The lixninincr requested that Applicants resubmit the IDS Fomi 1 449. In response. 
Applicants have icsubnilt the IDS Fonn 1449 herewith. 

The Kxainincr objected to claims 8. 16. 26. 47. 54, and 58 as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
liinitalions of the base claim and any intcnrcning claims. Applicants have so rewritten claims 8. 
16. 47, and 54 in independent form so as to be allowable. AppUcants gralefuUy acknowledge Jlio 
Examiner's indication of allowable subject matter. 

The Examiner rejected claims 1. 4. 6, 11. 14, 17, 18. 32-34. and 37-42 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by Li et al. 

The Examiner rejected claims 2-3, 12-13, 35, 44-45, and 50-51 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 
as allegedly being unpatcnlablc over Li in view of Voltz. 

The Examiuer rejected claims 5, 7, 10, 15, 19, 23-25, 28-31, 36. 43. 46, 49, 52, 53, 55-57, 
and 60-70 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Li. 

The Bxatnincr rejected claims 20 and 22 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Li in view of Chaii ct ul. 

The Examiner rejected claim 21 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 

over l-i in view of Bcaman cl al. 

The Examiner rejected claims 27, 48, and 57 arc rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) as 
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allujjcdly being unpaicnlablc over Li in view of Krcsge ct al. 

'I hc Examiner did nol provide any argument supporting the rejection of claims 
Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner cither indicate that claims 9 and 59 J 
allowable or clso pi\5vide arguments supporting the rejection of claims 9 and 59. 

Applicants respectfully traverse the §l02(c) and §1 03(a) rejections. 
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Tlic l^xaminer rcjecicd claims 1. 4, 6, 11 . M, 17, 1 8, 32-34. ard 37-42 under 35 U.S.C 
§ J 02(e) as allegedly being anticipated by Li ct al. 

Since claim 42 has been canceled, the rejection of claim 42 is moot. 

Applicants respectfully contend timl Ll does not anticipate claim 1. because Li docs not 
leach each and evci^y feature of claim 1 . For example, Li does not teach "wherein the al least two 
end contacts at the first end of the button arc raised so as to extend beyond the dielectric core in a 
m-st direction parallel to an axis of the button, wherein the at least two end conlacU at tiic second 
end of the button are raised so as to extend beyond the dielectric core in a second direction 
parallel to Uic axis of the button, and wherein the second direction is opposite the first direction". 

i Jased on the preceding argimicnls. Applicants respectfully maintain that Li docs not 
iuiUcipale claim 1. and that claim 1 is in condition for allowance. Since claims 2-7, 9-12, 14-15, 
and 17-41 depend from claim I, Applicants contend that claims 2-7, 9-12, 14-15. and 17-41 and 
6 arc likewise ill condition for allowance. 
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The Examiner rejected claims 5. 7. 10. 1 5, 19. 23-25. 28-31. 36, 43. 46. 49. 52, 53. 55-57. 
ami 60-70 under 35 U.S.C §l03(a) as allegedly being unpatcnlablc over U. 
Since claim 70 lias been canceled, the rcjecUon of claim 70 is moot. 
Applicants respectfully comcnd lhal claim 43 is not unpatentable over Li, because Li docs 
not teach or suggest each and every feature of claim 43. For example. Li docs not teach or 
suggest 'Vhcrein the at least two end contacts at the fir^l end of the biitlon are raised so as to 
extend beyond the dielectric core in a Hrst direction parallel to an axis of the button, wherein the 
at least two end contacts at the second end of the button are raised so as to extend beyond the 
dielectric core in a second direction parallel to the axis of the button, and wherein the second 
direction is opposite the first direction". 

Based on the preceding arguments, Applicants respectfully maintain that claim 43 is not 
unpatentable over Li, and that claim 43 is in condition for allowance. Since claims 44-46, 48^50, 
52-53. and 55-69 depend from claim 43. Applicants contend that claims 44-46, 48-50, 52-53, and 
55-69 are likewise in condition for allowance. 

Since claims 5. 7, 10. 1 5. 1 9, 23-25, 28-31 , and 36 depend from claim 1 . which 
Applicants liave argued supra to be patentable under 35 U.S.C. §102(e). Applicants maintain that 
claims 5, 7, 10, 15, 19, 23-25, 28-31, and 36 are not unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a). 

Tljc Hxamincr rejected claims 2-3, 12-13, 35, 44-45, and 50-51 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as allegedly being unpatentable over Li in view of Voltz. The Examiner rejected claims 20 and 
22 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over \A in view of Chan et al. The 
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lixamiiier rcjcclctl claim 21 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Li in 
view of ncaman ct al. The Examiner rcjccled claims 27. 48. and 57 are rejected midcr 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as allcscdly being unpatentable over Li in view of Kresgc ct al. 

Since claims 1 3 and 5 1 has been canceled, the rejection of claims 1 3 and 5 Us moot. 
Since claims 2-3. 12, 35. 20, 22. 21. and 27 depend from claim 1, which Applicants have 
aryucd supra to bcpatentnblc nnder 35 U.S.C. §1 02(c). Applicants maintain that claims 2-3. 12, 
35, 20, 22. 2 1 , and 27 arc not unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a). 

Since claims 44-45, 50, 48, and 57 depend from claim 1, which Applicants liave argued 
supra to bo patcnlablc nnder 35 U.S.C. §103(a). Applicants maintain that claims 44-45. 50. 48. 
and 57 arc nol unpatcnlablc under 35 U.S.C. §l03(rt) 

Thi5 dependent claims have additional features supporting patentability over the cited 
references us demonstrated by, Uucr alia, the following three example. 

As a first example, relating to claims 20 and 22, of why the dependent claims have 
iiddilional features supporting patentability over the cited references. Applicanls respectfully 
contend that Li in view of Chan docs not leach or suggest "wherein the end contacts at the fust 
end of the button each have a non-plonar surface" (claim 20) or "wherein the end contacts at the 
first end of Uic button each have a sharp edge" (claim 22). The Examiner argues: "Chan 
discloses contacts including non-planar, sharp edged ends (120). At the lime of the invention, it 
would have been obvious to construct the Li contact cud to include non-planar sharp edged 
fcaJurcs as taught in Chan. The suggestion or motivation for doing so would have been to 
ii\crcnso the reliability of the final connection by providing aggressive mechanical piercing of 
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surface oxides and contaminates (Chaii col. 5, lines 55-65)". In response. Applicants maintain 
llinl Ihc preceding argument by the Examiner is not persuasive, because there is no teaching or 
suggestion in Li of a problem relating to surface oxides or contaminants on pads contacted by 

U's conductive button. 

As a second example, relating to claim 21. of why the dependent claims have additional 
fcauires supporting patentability over the cited references. Applicants respectfully contend that Li 
in view of Bcaraan does not teach or suggest "wherein the end contacts at the first end of the 
button each have a surface concavity toward the conductive button". The Examiner argues: 
•♦noaman discloses contacts including a surface concavity 16. At the time of the invention, it 
would have been obvious lo construct Uic Li contact end to a surface concavity as taught in 
Dcaman. The suggestion for doing so would have been to provide a good wiping surface as 
taught in Huaman (col. 3, lines 59-65)". In response. Applicants mainUin that the preceding 
ai gumenl by the Examiner is not persuasive, because Li"s conductive button docs not perform a 
wiping action. • 

As a third example, relating to claim 24, of why the dependent claims have additional 
features supportijig patentability over the cited references. Applicants respectfully contend that Li 
docs not tench or suggest '\vherein the second dielectric material and the first dielectric material 
each include a same dielectric material". The Examiner argues that "the materials of the core and 
jacket, the selcclioa of a known material based on its suitability for its intended purpose would 
have been obvious. SI-t-'-'- ^m'^" ^'^^ ^ Tntc-r.lieiTiical Com.. 65 USPQ 297 (1945); Inrc 
j^shin. 227 l'.2(i 197 (CCPA 1960). At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to 
select a suitable materials (such as polylctranuoroelhylene or expanded polytelranuoroelhylenc) 
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for Ihc core and jiickct, including same or different materials for the core and jacket." In 
response, Applicants maintain that the prccedins argument by the Examiner is not persuasive, 
because hicliuUiig the same dielectric material in the dielectric core and dielectric jacket is a 
limitnlion thai is unrelated to the Examiner's argument that "Ihe selection of a known material 
based on its suitability for its intended puiposc would have been obvious". One could select 
from a variety of dielectric materials for incIu.sion in the dielectric core and dielectric jacket 
without requiring that the dielectric core and dielectric jacket include the same dielectric 
material. 
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CONCLUSIO N 



Based on the preceding arguments. Applicants respectfully believe that all pending c 
«nd the entire application incct the acceptance criteria for allowance and therefore request 
favorable action. If the Examiner believes that anything further would be helpful to place th 
application iit belter condition for allowance. Applicants invites the Examiner to contact 
Applicants' rcprescntntive at the telephone number listed below. 

Date: 0^// iA» ^ ( L<g/ / 






Registration No. 44,688 



Sciiinciser, Olscn & Watts 
3 Lear Jet i^anc, Suite 201 
Latham, New York 12110 
(518) 220-1850 
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